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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to Applicant's RCE filed on 01/09/2008. Independent 
claim 1 has been amended with some (but not all) of the limitations of the previously 
objected (but allowable) dependent claim 4. Other dependent claims 2-7 are 
presented in their original form. Claims 1-7 are now pending in the present 
application. The applicants' amendments to claims are shown in bold and italics, and 
the examiner's response to the amendments is shown in bold in this office action. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/31/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ishizaki et al. (U.S. Patent Publication # 7,085,827 B2). 

Consider claim 1, Ishizaki et al. clearly show and disclose a connection 
management apparatus for connecting a plurality of physically connectable network 
devices based on connection paths set for individual users (Fig. 1, showing connection 
paths through VPN block 140 for individual users marked Customer A-D, VPN router 
block 160, VLAN switch 170, servers 180, 182, 184, and 186, Fiber Channel switch 190, 
storage volumes 195, along with Service Management System 100; column 7, lines 4- 
20 that describe these components), comprising: 

a client port connectable to the users via a network (Fig. 1 , blocks marked 132 and 134 
for customer A; column 6, lines 24-27 which disclose that the customer site and the data 
center of the service provider are connected via the Internet); 

a server port connectable to a server (Fig. 1 , VLAN Switch block 170 showing multiple 
output ports connected to different servers 180, 182, 184, and 186; column 7, lines 4-10 
that disclose the connections between the switch 170 and the servers listed); 
a lookup table including one or more linked pairs of tags and destination addresses, 
each of said linked pairs indicating a user and a next destination of a received packet by 
using a tag attached to the received packet as a search key wherein said attached tag 
indicates a user and a destination (Fig. 5, VPN Table 500 used as a lookup table with 
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tags VPN ID and VLAN ID and addresses Address 1 and Address 2 that identify the 
source and destination addresses based on the VPN ID identifying the customer and 
the packet's destination address; column 6, lines 36-41 that disclose an association 
between a user and the corresponding VPN ID tag; column 9, lines 4-13 that describe 
different fields associated with the VPN Table in Fig. 5; whether or not the tag pairs are 
linked, the search will yield the same result; a sequential search or a search for linked 
pairs is just a search technique to get the source and destination addresses based on 
the VPN ID); and 

a tag replacement and transmission part replacing a tag of the received packet with a 
tag detected from the lookup table and transmitting the resulting packet to a destination 
address detected from the lookup table (Fig. 1 , Virtual-Router A block 165; column 6, 
lines 51 -56 which disclose how Virtual Router for customer A adds VLAN tag 
(corresponding to the VPN ID tag from the VPN Table 500) to the packet before sending 
it to VLAN switch, so that more than two logically independent networks can be overlaid 
on the same LAN segment; flowcharts of Fig. 11-13 which show that when 
reconfiguration of VPN Table or servers or storage volumes takes place, the 
corresponding tables are updated to redirect the packets to newly configured units; 
column 1 0, lines 31 -48, and 53-67; column 1 1 , lines 1 -4, and lines 1 0-28 which describe 
the reconfiguration processes); 

wherein a packet received from one of the users and the server is transmitted to one of 
the plurality of network devices and a packet received from one of the plurality of 
network devices is transmitted to one of the plurality of network devices, the server and 
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the users (Fig. 1 that shows packets from different customers traversing through VPN 
140, VPN router 160, VLAN switch 170, and servers 180, 182, 184, or 186; Fig. 1 also 
shows data from storage volumes 195 traversing via Fiber Channel switch 190 to 
servers 180, 182, 184, or 186 via VLAN switch and VPN router to different customers 
based on the source and destination addresses specified in VPN Table 500), and 
a sequence of the linked pairs of tags and destination addresses is configured to 
specify an up-directional connection path of the packet from a client side to a 
server side or a down-directional connection path of the packet from the server 
side to the client side (Table of Fig. 5, row 1 (VPN ID = VR-A, VLAN ID = VID-A) 
that shows Sites Aa and Ab grouped together for user A, with source addresses 
of user A specified by Address 1 and corresponding destination address 
(Address 2 = IP(VR-A)) of router 165 connected to the servers 180 and 182 (shown 
in Fig. 1); furthermore, the linked pair of VLAN ID tag VID-A and destination 
address IP(VR-A) for row 1 specifies an up-directional connection path of the 
packet from client sides IP(Aa) and IP(Ab) to a server side IP(VR-A), thereby 
disclosing that a sequence of the linked pairs of tags and destination addresses 
is configured to specify an up-directional connection path of the packet from a 
client side to a server side). 

Consider claim 6 and as applied to claim 1 above, Ishizaki et al. clearly show 
and disclose a connection management apparatus wherein the lookup table is 
rewritable through a terminal (Fig. 1 that shows an operator console application 120 
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interfacing with VPN Management System 210, which in turn is linked to VPN router 
160; Fig. 1 1 that shows the process of reconfiguring the VPN Table depicted in Fig. 5; 
column 10, lines 31-38 that disclose a command packet created from the operator's 
console application to reconfigure the VPN routing table). 



Consider claim 7 and as applied to claim 1 above, Ishizaki et al. clearly show 
and disclose a connection management apparatus wherein the tag is a VLAN tag (Fig. 
5, VPN Table 500 that clearly show a VLAN ID tag; column 9, lines 4-13 which disclose 
the structure of VPN Table 500, including the VLAN tag). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness 

or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ishizaki et al. (U.S. Patent Publication # 7,085,827 B2) in view of Terrell et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication # 2003/0189936 A1). 

Consider claim 2 and as applied to claim 1 above, Ishizaki et al. clearly show 
and disclose the claimed invention, including showing star topology around VLAN 
switch 170 in Fig. 1 with VPN router 160 and servers 180, 182, 184, and 186 connected 
to it in star topology. However, Ishizaki et al. fail to specifically disclose the star 
topology in the specifications. 

In the same field of endeavor, Terrell et al. disclose a connection management 
apparatus, wherein the plurality of network devices are connected in a star topology 
(paragraph 0073, lines 1-4 that disclose a star interface for sub-network 170). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to connect a plurality of network devices in a star 
topology, in order to provide continued operation of the rest of the network, if any device 
fails, by reconfiguring the routing table to bypass the failing device. 

Consider claim 3 and as applied to claim 2 above, Ishizaki et al., as modified 
by Terrell et al., further show and disclose a connection management apparatus 
wherein in the lookup table search keys are grouped for each of the users (Fig. 5, VPN 
Table 500 that clearly show the search key VPN ID grouped by customers, e.g. for 
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customer A, the two sites Aa and Ab are grouped together; column 9, lines 4-13 which 
disclose the structure of VPN Table 500). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 4 and 5 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Consider claim 4, the best prior art found during the examination of the present 
application, Ishizaki et al. (U.S. Patent Publication # 7,085,827 B2) in view of Terrell 
et al. (US Patent Application Publication # 2003/0189936 A1), fails to specifically 
disclose the limitation of the connection management apparatus, wherein in the lookup 
table the search keys are further grouped for each of an up-directional connection path 
of a packet transmitted from a client side to a server side and a down-directional 
connection path of a packet transmitted from the server side to the client side. 

Claim 5 is also objected to as being allowable by virtue of its dependency on 
claim 4. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/12/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's arguments as the applied 
reference(s) provide adequate support and clarification for claims rejection. The 
examiner's rejection of 09/12/2007 is maintained. 

The applicant's arguments about examiner's references not teaching certain 
elements of the independent claim 1 are not persuasive. 

Consider claim 1, the applicant has argued that the cited reference of Ishizaki et 
al. (US Patent Publication 7,085,827 B2) do not show and disclose a sequence of 
entries in the table of Fig. 5 that specify an up-directional or down-directional connection 
path. This claim limitation requires disclosure for only one direction because of the "or" 
condition. The first entry in the table of Fig. 5 shows a sequence of entries (for sites Aa 
and Ab of user A) for an up-directional connection path from a client side to a server 
side using linked tags VID-A and IP(VR-A), which is what the broad interpretation of the 
amended claim 1 text teaches. 

Therefore, the rejections of the independent claim 1 as well as their 
dependent claims 2, 3, 6 and 7 are maintained. 

Conclusion 

Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed 

to: 
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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Art Unit: 2143 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Kishin G. Belani whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1768. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:30 am to 
5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305-3028. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone 
number is (571)272-0800. 
Kishin G. Belani 
K.G.B./kgb 
March 26, 2008 



/Kenny S Lin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2152 



